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Application No. ^ 

08/858,116 


Applicant(s) 

MIZUSUGI ETAL 


Examiner 

Sean E Vincent 


Art Unit 

1731 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Sean E Vincent 

(2) Curtis Hamre . 

Date of Interview: 15 April 2003 . 

Type: a)Q Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 
cM Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes 
If Yes, brief description: . 



(3) . 

(4) . 



2)K applicant's representative] 
bM No. 



Claim(s) discussed: 10 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Seymour '104 and Sevmour '200 . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached, g)^ was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant argued that claim 10 excludes press forming and that the lower ring mold 
is present only for supporting the glass sheet The ex aminer stated that claim 1 0 in its present form does not exc lude 
the possibility of the glass sheet being fo rmed bv pressure application between the upper mold and the lower rim 
mold . " 1 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 
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nummary of Record of Interview Requirement 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

A complete wntfen statement as to the substance of any face-to-face video conference or tAipohonlT^! 

application whether or not an agreement with thTeWminer^ te,eph ° ne mterV ' eW Wth regard t0 an a PP |ication must be ™** of record in the 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



, Paragraph (b) 

any alleged ora. promise. stipulaL, or w£SE£X%& TSAtaR +£^!!%££l °" ^ N ° * P aid * 



incomp.*^ based on the written record in the Office i, that record is «se, 

the examiSd^ ,he ° f " inten/ieW ° f record in the ap P |ica «°" * unless 

which bear directly on the queston of patentability ' w™'«y » see mat such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

intenriewbylhl^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise providec ^ forSctton a /ni Procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in OflSTadfons or UeSte t ?exclS«2 SLS ^ ? Bminlnfl Pr0Cedure ' or pointin 9 
substance of an interview is comp.etely recorded * « bKS!^^ Where the 

Xontents^clSX^ * «-w5SS;a on the 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailec"^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary a,lowaD,e >- Note. Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

unless both '^^Z^ZZ^^^^ ^ the SU , bstanCe ° f ^ ° f ea <* ~ 

or when it is adequately recorded on the Form or in a^TtachmS tM Fn™ ^11 ' 8 exa ™ e ' a ?_ rees to record the substance of the interview, 
F = hich informs Applicant th^^^ 

interview un?S^ be considered a compiete and proper recordation of the 

substance of the interview. * PP ° r the examiner t0 ,nc| ude. all of the applicable items required below concerning the 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, conauciea, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> SiST^ 0,8 SUbSta " tiVe «™***> «~ «hese are a.ready described on the 

5) a br,e ^ntificaton of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Ki£ nt ^ J J** uetaned description of the arguments is not 

examiner can be understood in the Context of fte^^««n fiifn^L ^^u' ^ ° f the pnncipal ar 9u™nts made to the 
describe those arguments tffi Ihe ZESXS S*ttte SS^tiSSSS? * emphaS ' Ze a " d fU " y 
6 a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and perSUaSIVe t0 the exar ™er.) 

} iXSSS. 9eneral reSUltS ° f ° UtC ° me ° f th6 interVieW Un,eSS alread V Scribed in the Interview Summary Form compieted by 

accurate, *eT« -rd is not compete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

staten^m'a^ se " d a !f " ^ <** ». examiner's version of the 

paper recording the substance of the MXa^Xt^^Jr^l^ *** "'"^ ReCOrd 0K " on lhe 
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